REMARKS: 

Claims 1, 14-28 and 30-48 are pending in the application. Of note, no claim amendments 
are being made at this time. However, as a convenience to the Examiner, and to aid in prosecution 
of the application, this Response includes a listing of all pending claims as they currently exist. 

Reconsideration is respectfully requested of the rejection of claims 1, 14-28 and 30-48 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 6,385,655 ("Smith et al") in 
view of U.S. Patent No. 6,442,571 ("Haff et al."). 

The present invention, as recited in independent claims 1, 28 and 48, relates to 
interchanging documents between a sender computer and a plurality of receiver computers. Of 
note, the claimed invention includes the customization of the user interface associated with at least 
one of the receiver computers such that the receiver computer has a user interface selected from 
one of a plurality of possible user interfaces based upon a respective notification message received 
by the receiver computer . 

As best understood, the Examiner's position (found at pages 9 and 10 of the July 13, 2004 
Office Action) is that Smith et al. somehow shows or at least suggests this claimed feature. More 
particularly, the Examiner states: 

As to applicants arguments Smith disclosed a configuration user interface (GUI) is 
provided for directly invoking and customizing the dedicated server. In the preferred 
embodiment of the invention, the GUI is HTML interface. The dedicated server is therefore 
directly invoked and customized via a Web browser. This HTML interface includes 
modules for sending and tracking the document, accessing account information, managing 
billings, and managing mail distribution Hsts (col. 3, lines 37-44). One of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention can interpret the above statement by Smith as the 
customization of the user interface associated with one of the receiver computers such that 
the receiver computer has a user interface selected from one of a plurality of possible user 
interfaces based upon a respective notification message received by the receiver computer. 
Whereas the customization of the web via web interface can be associated with the 
customization of the user interface associated with one of the receiver computers. 

The portion of Smith et al. cited by the Examiner (i.e., col. 3, lines 37-44) has been 
carefully reviewed and it is respectfully submitted that in this passage there is simply no showing 
or suggestion to base the customization of the user interface upon a notification message received 
by the receiver computer . Further, it is respectfully submitted that the Examiner's contention 
regarding any interpretation which would be made by one of ordinary skill in the art is 
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unsupported and appears to be based on impermissible hindsight (i.e., the cited passage does not, 
absent the disclosure of the claimed invention, suggest such interpretation). 

Moreover, it is respectfully submitted that v^hile other portions of the Smith et al. 
disclosure do deal with "slightly different" interfaces, such disclosure still fails to show or suggest 
the claimed feature directed to basing the customization of the user interface upon a notification 
message received by the receiver computer. 

More particularly, Smith et al. indicates, at Col. 10, lines 45-67, that: 

A configuration user interface is provided for directly invoking and customizing the 
dedicated server. The GUI is accessed via a GUI application window displayed on a 
managing computer desktop. Alternatively, the GUI is accessed through any Web browser 
appUcation that supports tables, or accessed through the send client application. FIG. 6 is a 
view of a GUI application window 140 according to the preferred embodiment of the 
invention. 

In the preferred embodiment of the invention, the GUI is an HTML interface for invoking 
and customizing the dedicated server via a Web browser. This HTML interface includes 
modules for sending the document, tracking the document, accessing information 
associated with the document delivery account, managing billings for the document 
delivery, and managing mail distribution lists. 

The GUI offers different sets of functions, depending on the user and type of account used. 
Individual account holders, group account managers, and group members see slightly 
different interfaces and are able to access and manipulate varying sets of data. When a user 
initiates a GUI session, the type of account is identified by the dedicated server. The 
specific user is then provided with the appropriate functions and data. 

Thus, while Smith et al. does describe slightly different interfaces for different people, this 
patent still fails to show or suggest basing the customization of the user interface upon a 
notification message received by the receiver computer . 

Therefore, since the above-mentioned feature is neither shown nor suggested by Smith et 
al. or Haff et al. (either alone or in combination), it is respectfully submitted that the rejection of 
claims 1, 28 and 48 has been overcome. 

Moreover, it is noted that claims 14-27 depend from independent claim 1. Thus, it is 
respectfully submitted that these claims are patentably distinct for at least the same reasons as 
claim 1 . 

Likewise, it is noted that claims 30-47 depend fi-om independent claim 28. Thus, it is 
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respectfully submitted that these claims are patentably distinct for at least the same reasons as 
claim 28. 

Li addition, it is respectfully submitted that a number of dependent claims are patentably 
distinct based upon additional subject matter recited therein. 

For example, regarding claims 15 and 31, the Examiner asserts that Smith et al. disclose, at 
coL 3, lines 20-36, that the uploading of the document stored in the sender computer storage 
means further comprises uploading the document at predetermined time intervals. 

Li this regard, col. 3, lines 20-36 of Smith et al. state that: 

A package manager and a package window are also accessed from the application window. 
The package manager hsts all document activities initiated during an application session. 
The package window allows the user to specify parameters of the document delivery, 
including the recipient(s), the document(s), and send options. Document delivery 
parameters may be stored in a storage module for later modification and/or use. 

A document is specified for delivery in several ways. The user can click and drag the 
document from the sending computer desktop onto one of the application window or the 
package window. The document may also be dragged onto either the icon representing the 
send client application or the icon for accessing the stored document delivery parameters. 
The user can also browse local and network directories and select desired documents. A 
document can also be sent from within a document authoring application. 

It is respectfully submitted that such disclosure of Smith et al. (e.g., discussing a package 
window which allows the user to specify parameters of the document delivery) simply does not 
show or suggest the explicitly claimed uploading of the document at predetermined time intervals . 

Further, regarding claims 16 and 32, the Examiner asserts that Haff et al. disclose, at col 9, 
lines 1-23, that the respective notification message includes data indicative of new documents 
uploaded into the server storage means from the sender computer storage means since the issuance 
of a previous respective notification message. 

hi this regard, col. 9, lines 1-23 of Haff et al. state that: 

The signal may also include a certifying source code segment that communicates with an 
independent certifying processor that verifies return receipts for point of origin, destination, 
and successful completion information. The independent certifying processor sends 
verification certification to the device that originated the data transfer upon successful 
completion of the data transfer. The return receipt source code segment also generates and 
sends a return receipt from the device that received the data transfer to the independent 
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certifying processor upon successful completion of the data transfer. 

Preferably socket data structures are dynamically managed and each data port is 
represented by a socket data structure. Further, each device may store the socket data 
structures in a linked list in order to manage the flow of data transfers. The linked list is 
traversed to enable substantially simultaneous data transfers. 

The signal may also include a credit source code segment that maintains and monitors data 
transfer credits and detects each data transfer in order to deduct credit from a credit account 
after a successful data transfer. The data transfer is only permitted when the device 
initiating the transfer has sufficient credits. 



It is respectfully submitted that such disclosure of Haff et al. (e.g., discussing receipts for 
point of origin, destination, and successful completion information) simply does not show or 
suggest the claimed notification message including data indicative of new documents uploaded 
into the server storage means from the sender computer storage means since the issuance of a 
previous respective notification message . 

Further still, regarding claims 27 and 41, the Examiner asserts that Smith et al disclose, at 
col. 8, lines 1-15, that the association of an email address with each of the recipients further 
comprises adding a security designation to each email address of each recipient. 

In this regard, col. 8, lines 1-15 of Smith et al. state that: 

Any number of recipients or mail lists for a given delivery are specified in the "To:" field 
1 10 of the package window. Each recipient must be specified by an E-mail address, alias, 
or mail list. The user may type an address directly into the "To:" field. Alternatively, the 
user may access a recipients window by cUcking on the "To:" button 108. 

The subject of the message is entered into the subject field 134. The message itself is 
entered into the message field 136. The subject 134 and message 136 fields are optional. In 
the preferred embodiment of the invention, the subject appears in the E-mail notification 
message and on an HTML cover page for the downloaded document. The message appears 
only in the E-mail notification. 

It is respectfully submitted that such disclosure of Smith et al. (e.g., discussing fiUing-out 
the "To:", subject and message fields) simply does not show or suggest that the claimed 
association of an email address with each of the recipients further comprises adding a security 
designation to each email address of each recipient. 
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Further still, regarding claim 46, the Examiner asserts that Smith et al. disclose, at col. 10, 
lines 45-67, that the sender computer has installed thereon a client groupware software program, 
that the sender computer is connected to an intranet, that the intranet includes an intranet server, 
that the intranet server has installed thereon a server groupware software program for 
communicating with the client groupware software program, and that the sender computer 
communicates with the server via the intranet server. 

In this regard, col. 10, lines 45-67 of Smith et al. state that: 

A configuration user interface is provided for directly invoking and customizing the 
dedicated server. The CUI is accessed via a CUI application window displayed on a 
managing computer desktop. Alternatively, the CUI is accessed through any Web browser 
application that supports tables, or accessed through the send cHent application. FIG. 6 is a 
view of a CUI application window 140 according to the preferred embodiment of the 
invention. 

In the preferred embodiment of the invention, the CUI is an HTML interface for invoking 
and customizing the dedicated server via a Web browser. This HTML interface includes 
modules for sending the document, tracking the document, accessing information 
associated with the document delivery account, managing billings for the document 
delivery, and managing mail distribution lists. 

The CUI offers different sets of functions, depending on the user and type of account used. 
Individual account holders, group account managers, and group members see slightly 
different interfaces and are able to access and manipulate varying sets of data. When a user 
initiates a CUI session, the type of account is identified by the dedicated server. The 
specific user is then provided with the appropriate Sanctions and data. 

It is respectfully submitted that such disclosure of Smith et al (e.g., discussing the 
configuration user interface) simply does not show or suggest the claimed features directed to the 
sender computer having installed thereon a client groupware software program and the intranet 
server having installed thereon a server groupware software program for communicating with the 
client groupware software program. 

Further still, regarding claim 47, the Examiner asserts that Smith et al. disclose, at col. 8, 
lines 1-14, that the client groupware software program is a Lotus Notes software program and that 
the server groupware software program is a Lotus Domino software program. 

In this regard, col. 8, lines 1-14 of Smith et al. state that: 



15 



Any number of recipients or mail lists for a given delivery are specified in the "To:" field 
1 1 0 of iJie package window. Each recipient must be specified by an E-mail address, alias, 
or mail list. The user may type an address directly into the "To:" field. Alternatively, the 
user may access a recipients window by clicking on the "To:" button 108. 

The subject of the message is entered into the subject field 134. The message itself is 
entered into the message field 136, The subject 134 and message 136 fields are optional. In 
the preferred embodiment of the invention, the subject appears in the E-mail notification 
message and on an HTML cover page for the downloaded document. The message appears 
only in the E-mail notification. 

It is respectfiilly submitted that such disclosure of Smith et al. (e.g., discussing filling-out 
the "To:", subject and message fields) simply does not show or suggest the claimed features 
directed to the client groupware software program being a Lotus Notes software program and the 
server groupware software program being a Lotus Domino software program . 

Therefore, in view of the above detailed discussion, it is respectfiilly submitted that the 
rejection of claims 1, 14-28 and 30-48 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Smith et 
al. in view of Haff et al has been overcome. 

Accordingly, it is respectfully submitted that the above-identified application is now in 
condition for allowance. 

Favorable reconsideration is earnestly solicited. 
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